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Summary

This is the Commission’s latest annual re-
port on transfer students from the Califor-
nia Community Colleges to the University
of California and the California State Uni-
versity, the first of which was issued in 1978
with information dating back to 1965.

Pages 1-2 present highlights of the findings
for Fall 1985. Pages 3-8 review trends in
the number of transfer students since 1965.
Pages 9 and 10 discuss trends in the ethnici-
ty of transfer students. Two appendices
present statistics on the number and ethni-
city of transfer students by individual Com-
munity College.

In a forthcoming report on transfer, the
Commission will present additional analy-
ses of these trends, together with fuii-year
transfer statistics for the University of Cali-
fornia and Fall 1985 transfers to Califor-
nia’sindependent colleges and universities.

Additional copies of the report may be
obtained from the Publications Office of the
Commission. Further informatiou about
the report may be obtained from Suzanne
Ness, the public information officer of the
Commission, at (916) 322-0145.
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Highlights of the Findings

Trends in numbers

Fewer students transferred from the Community
Colleges to the University of California and the
California State University in Fall 1985 than in Fall
1984. The decreace in transfers to the University
was 6.2 percent or 326 students, to a total of 4,931--
the smallest number since 1981 For the State Uni-
versity, the decrease in transfer students from Com-
munity Colleges was 1.5 percent or 452 students, to
29,682 -- the smallest number since 1970. The full-
year number of students transferring to the State
University also decreased between 1983-84 and
1984-85 by 0.5 percent or 250 students, to a total of
45,726. Thus the increases in both segments earlier
in the 1980s are not continuing.

Differences among university campuses

Within the statewide decrease in Community
College transfers to the University of California,
four campuses experienced significant change. The
Davis and Berkeley campuses, with two of the four
largest enrollments of transfer students, had
significant decreases in new transfers, while the Los
Angeles and Riverside campuses each had increases.
Los Angeles thus became the campus enrolling the
largest number of new transfers (933 in Fall 1982)
while Riverside remained the smallest, with 252, in
spite of its increase.

The statewide decrease for the State University
between Fall 1984 and Fall 1985 is attributable to
three large campuses -- San Diego State, which
continued to enroll the largest number of new Com-
munity College transfers (3,103) in spite of a 12
percent decrease, and the California State Polytech-
nic campuses at Pomona and San Luis Obispo, with
decreases of 22 and 9 percent, respectively. At the
same time, two campuses enrolling small numbers
of transfer studenis experienced increases in these
enrollments: San Bernardino’s grew 17 percent to
840, and Bakersfield’s grew 13 percent to 395

Differences among Community Colieges

Despite the overall downward ‘rend, Community
Colleges and districts varied greatly witn respect to
their gains and losses. In the Los Angeles Commu-
nity College District, 13 percent fewer students
transferred to the University of California in Fall
1985 than in Fall 1984, with most of the decrease
occurcing at UCLA -- despite UCLA’s overall increase
of 4 percent in Community College transfers from all
source: Its loss from the Los Angeles District’s col-
leges was accompanied by a gain in transfers from
Santa Monica College and El Camino College.
Among the three Los Rios District colleges in Sac-
ramento, decreases in numbers of students trans-
ferring to the University from American River and
Cosumnes River Colleges were balanced by an in-
crease from Sacramento City College. Similarly, in
the Peralta District in Oakland, from which students
tend to transfer to Berkeley, decreases from the Col-
lege of Alameda and Merritt College were balanced
by an increase from Laney College. Also in the Bay
Area, both the City College of San Francisco and the
College of Marin experienced decreases, while Santa
Rosa Junior College had an increase larger than any
since 1978.

Similar patterns of gains and losses occurred among
State University cainpuses. The Los Angeles Dis-
trict colleges had 10 percent fewer transfers, with
the largest decreases at its East, Harbor, Southwest,
ana West campuses -- all with large ethnic minority
enroliments. Other Community Colleges with large
ethnic minority enrollments that had decreases in
State University transfers were Glendale, Ventura,
and Laney and Merritt in the Peralta district. Most
Community Coll¢ 2s inthe San Diego area also had
fewer students transfer to the State University, with
the decrease reflected primarily at San Diego State
University. Palomar declined by 20 percent, San
Diego City, by 24 percent; San Diego Mesa by 18
percent; and Grossmont, by 9 percent.




Ethnic differences

Charges between Fall 1984 and Fall 1985 in
numbers of students from ethnic minority groups
who transferred to the University and the State
University are small but appear to continue earlier
trends Hispanic transfer students increased in both

numbers and percents in both segments, while fewer
Black students transferred to either segment -- con-
tinuing a three-year decline in their numbers and
percentages. The percentage or Asian transfer
students in both segments continued to increase, as
did that of Filipino students, especially in the State
University -- although the number of Filipino trans-
fer students remains small.




Trends in Numbers of Transfers

SINCE 1978, the Commission has published znnual
reports of the number and characteristics of Com-
munity College students who transfer to the Uni-
versity of California and the California State
University (1978, 1979, 1981, 1982a, 1982b, 1983.
1984, and 1985). In 1982, it published these transfer
student statistics separately and in advance of its
college-going rates report for the first time. Infor-
mation about transfer to independent California
colleges and universities continues to be included in
other Commuission reports because it is not available
in time for publication with University and State
University data.

Overall transfer trends

Numbers of Community College students who trans-
ferred to the University and the State University
between 1965 and 1985 are shown in Display 1 on
page 4, together with numbers of first-time fresh-
men enrolling in these two segments those same
years. Numbers of transfer students frora each
Community College district are shown in Appendix
A for Fall 1977, 1979, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1984, and
1985. Appendix B contains the number and ethnic
distribution of transfer students from each
Community College for Fall 1985, together with the
ethnic distribution of first-time freshmen age 19 .nd
under who enrolled in each Community College in
Fall 1982.

In Fall 1985, the 4,931 Community College students
who transferred to the Univeisity constituted a
smaller group than in any year since 1970, with the
exception of 1981, when 4,778 transferred. The
decline between 1984 and 1985 was 6.2 percent -- a
net decrease of 326 students. The 29,682 students
who transferred to the State University in Fall 1985
was the smallest number since 1976 and represented
adecline of 1.5 percent or 452 students between Fall
1984 and Fall 1985. While full-year enrollment
statistics are not yet available for 1985-86, the
number who transferred to the State University in
1984-85 was smaller than in 1983-84, thus ending

what appears to have been a brief recovery from a
steady decline that began about ten years earlier

Transfers tothe University of California

Numbers of Community College students who trans-
ferred to the eight general campuses of the Univer-
sity between 1979 and 1985 are shown in Display 2
at the bottom of page 4. Five of the eight reported
fewer new Community College transfer students in
Fall 1985 than in 1984; one reported virtually no
change; and two had increases. The latter are Los
Angeles and Riverside, which this year enrolled the
largest and the smallest number of such students,
respectively. The Davis and Santa Barbara campus-
es had the largest proportional decreases (15 and 15
percent, respectively), while the Berkeley and Santa
Cruz campuses had decreases of 9 and 8 percent, re-
spectively, San Diego decreased 2 percent; and Ir-
vine remained the same.

Thus, after a 3 percent gain between 1982 and 1983,
and siability between 1983 and 1984, the number of
Community College transfer students to the Univer-
sity has decreased statewide, with significant
changes for four campuses. The Davis campus, with
the fourth largest number of transfer students,
experienced an increase of 30 percent between 1981
and 1984 but a decrease of 15 percent between 1984
and 1985

Los Angeles, which tied with Berkeley in 1984 for
having the second largest number of transfer stu-
dents, experienced a decrease of 10 percent between
1981 and 1984 but increased 4 percent between 1984
and 1985, while Berkeley decreased S percent. Riv-
erside, with the smallest number of transfer
students, experienced an increase again in 1985 to
the number enrolled in 1979 and 1982.

Campus-level changes from year to year may be due
both to changes in numbers of qualified applicants
and to the need for redirection from impacted cam-
puses and programs. Data are not available at this
time to analyze factors contributing to such changes
at the campus level. Campus policies to restrict

1u




DISPLAY 1 Number of Community College Students Who Transferred io the University of California
and the California State Unwersity, Together with Number of First-Time Freshmen
from California High Schools, 1965 to 1985

Community College Transfer Students First-Time Freshmen

Fall Term Full Year Fali Term Only
Year _uc_ CsuU Csu _uc Csu
1965 2,948 14,603 -- -- 14,023
1966 3,761 19,295 - 12,341 15,574 )
1967 3,702 22,059 .- 13,072 16,082 .
1968 3,785 26,596 -- 11,665 18,844
1969 4,458 28,207 43,963 12,066 17,539
1970 5,166 29,059 49,245 13,233 18,984
1971 6,154 32,546 52,989 13,637 19,306
1972 7,165 34,619 53,820 14,358 22,094
1973 8,193 33,089 51,335 15,611 22,210
1974 7,813 32,646 51,144 14,915 22,886
1975 8,002 35,537 52,917 15,460 23,239
1976 7,123 32,653 51,230 14,935 23,498
1977 6,392 34,001 51,159 14,820 23,867
1978 6,193 31,609 47,430 15,850 24,668
1979 5,649 30,428 46,326 16,534 25,703
1980 5,428 30,490 46,649 16,340 25,470
1981 4,778 30,026 45,283 16,580 23,500
1982 5,137 29,824 45,400 16,897 24,616
1984 5,257 30,134 45,476 19,202 22,959
1985 4,931 29,682 - - -

Source: California Postsecondary Education Commussion.

DISPLAY2  Number of Community College Transfers to Each Unuwersity of California Campus,

|
|
1983 5,305 30,274 45,726 18,323 23,250 |
Fall 1979 - Fall 1985

Fall Fall Fall Fall Fall Fall Fall
Campus 1979 1° v 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
Berkeley 1,118 1,060 793 854 910 897 816
Davis 792 797 637 691 714 829 708
Irvine 522 591 541 503 573 555 553
Los Angeles 1,198 1,068 996 1,041 1,038 896 933
Riverside 255 228 213 250 205 234 252
San Diego 404 341 388 432 462 463 472
Santa Barbara 1,021 911 833 968 972 954 804
Santa Cruz 342 432 317 398 431 429 393
Total 5,649 5,428 4,778 5,137 5,305 5,257 4,931

Source: California Postsecondary Education Commussion




transfer admission to applicants who would enter
with full junior standing -- in effect for Fall 1485 --
may also have resulted in some decreases

University transfers from
particular Community Colleges

While the total number of Communiiy College
students who transferred to the University between
1984 and 1985 decreased by about 325, the gains and
losses from particular Community Colleges are of
particular interest. As in earlier years, more than
one-fifth of the Community Colleges transferred
fewer than 10 students each to the University. One-
third of these colleges are in multi-campus districts
where other colleges have significantly larger
numbers of University transfer students, but others
are very small institutions that are a considerable
distance from a University campus. There continue
to be grounds for concern 2hout the resources
available to this group of Community Colleges for
offering programs and services to prepare students
to transfer to the University.

At the other end of the continuum, 15 Community
Colleges sent more than 100 transfer students each
to the University in Fall 1985, accounting for 47
percent of the total number. Of the nearly 70 col-
leges remaining, 49 sent at least ten but no more
than 50, and 18 sent more than 50 but fewer than
100.

The colieges with the largest number of University
transfer students in 1985 were Santa Monica with
274 and Santa Barbara with 245 -- the former with a
34 percent increase between 1984 and 1985. Some of
the colleges with very small numbers of University
transfer students in 1985 were San Jose City (5), Los
Angeles Southwest (1), and Fresno (19) -- represent-
ing among them a wide range of size, ethnic com-
position of student body, and location in the State.

Although the statewide decreasc in University
transfers between 1984 and 1985 was 6 percent, the
Los Angeles Community College District had a loss
of 13 percent, most of it with respect to the Los
Angeles campus of the University. Only West Los
Angeles College had an increase (from 13 to 21), but
its decrease in State University transfers more than
offset its increase for the University.

The Los Rios Community College District in the
Sacramen’o area had about the same number of

12

students transferring to the University both years,
primarily to the Davis campus, with which it has
developed exemplary articulation programs
Sacramento City College. with a large ethnic
minority enrvllment, increased its transfers to the
University by 34 percent, to 149 It has been the
recipient of Foard Foundation grants to improve
transfer opportunities that may have helped it
reverse its decline in transfer students that began in
1981. In contrast, American River College had a
decrease of 14 percent, to 148, apparently as part of a
shift in its transfer student enrollment from the
University to the State University -- primarily from
Davis to Sacramento State University.

Other Community Colleges with a significant de-
crease in transfers to the University between Fall
1984 and 1985 include but are not limited to Cabrillo
(15 percent), College of the Sequoias (45 percent),
Marin (30 percent), Napa (48 percent), Palomar (24
percent), and Pasadena (21 percent). Among the few
with significant increases are Laney (37 percent, but
with decreases at Alameda »5d Merritt), Santa Mc..
ica (34 percent), and Santa Rosa (30 percent).

Other notable decreases from previous years include
Fresno City College, with 19 transfers to the Uni-
versity last fall, compared to 34 in 1980; the multi-
campus Kern District with 35, compared to 5t in
1977; and Merced College with 16, compared with a
high of 25in 1978.

Transfers to the California State University

Display 3 on page 6 shows numbers of Community
College students who transferred to each of the 19
State University campuses between Fall 1979 and
Fall 1985. While the total number decreased for the
last two years shown, the exrerience of these cam-
puses varied widely.

The 1.5 percent statewide decrease of 452 students
between Fall 1984 and Fall 1985 is attributable
primarily to the 12 percent drop of 426 students at
San Diego State University, which has consistently
enrolled the largest numbe’ of Community College
transfer students and which had a gain of 382
students, or 12 percent, between 1983 and 1984,
followed by California Polytechnic University,
Pomona and San Luis Obispo, with decreases of 22
and 9 percent, respectively, between 1984 and 1985.
The campus at Dominguez Hills experienced a loss of
18 percent, following a loss of 12 percent between

5




DISPLAY 3 Number of Communuity College Transfers to Each California State University Campus,

Fall 1979-Fail 1985

Fall Fall Fall Fall Fall Fall Fall
Campus 1979 1960 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985
Bakersfield 439 399 331 323 329 350 395
Chico 1,777 1,726 1,787 1,799 1,852 1,817 1,850
Dominguez Hills 874 901 840 909 943 829 677
Fresno 1,522 1,601 1,593 1,637 1,641 1,564 1,548
Fullertor 2,044 2,099 2,219 2,098 2,182 2,148 2,136
Hayward 1,013 997 1,085 1,117 1,148 1,073 1,096
Huraboldt 804 748 783 654 588 564 577
Long Beach 3,062 3,021 3,269 3,474 3,105 2,915 3,007
Los Angeles 1,434 1,506 1,582 1,278 1,407 1,252 1,317
Northridge 2,371 2,323 2,180 2,237 2,187 2,277 2,312
Pomona 1,390 1,472 1,208 1,605 1,526 1,560 1,219
Sacramento 2,789 2,812 2,732 2,609 2,575 2,770 2,698
San Bernardino 514 611 596 659 718 720 840
San Diego 3,304 3,379 2,208 2,566 3,147 3,529 3,103
San Francisco 2,090 2,099 2,084 2,095 2,124 2,134 2,270
San Jose 2,541 2,400 2,359 2,497 2,391 2,250 2,367
San Luis Obispo 1,287 1,214 1,266 1,048 1,251 1,257 1,142
Sonoma 718 670 663 739 692 636 663
Stanislaus _455 512 541 480 _468 489 465
Total 30,428 30,490 20,026 29,824 30,274 30,134 29,682

Source: Caifornia Postsecondary Education Commussion.

1983 and 1984, but its decrease in numbers of trans-
fer students was small.

In contrast, large percentage increases occurred at
two State University campuses with relatively small
enrollments -- Sar .ernardino, with a 17 percent in-
crease, and Bakersfield, with 13 percent. The re-
maining 13 campuses had changes of 5 percent or
less between 1984 and 1985 -- nine of them increases
and four decreases.

Community College students tend to transfer to the
nearest State University canipus, and some State
Universitv campuses depend on their nearby
Commurity Colleges for their transfer enrollments.
For example £ oercent of the Fresno City College
students who . ansferre2 *o the State University in
Fall 198: v'ere enrolled at its Fresno campus.
Similarly, 86 percent of the transfer students from
Butte College enrell at California State University,

Chico, and 63 percent of the Community College
transfer students to California State University, Ba-
kersfield, are from Bakersfield College. A somewhat
different picture is presented by Santa Rosa Junior
College -- 40 percent of whose State University
transfers enroll on the Sonoma campus and comprise
41 percent of all Community College transfers there.
While a majority of the Community College transfer
students continue their baccalaureate programs at a
nearby State University campus, an important
minority transfer from small Community Colleges in
single-college districts to several State University
campuses. Colleges with fewer than 100 transfer
students each to the State University in Fall 1985
are Barstow, Compton, Gavilan, Lake Tahoe, Las-
sen, Mendocino, Mira Costa, Mt. Sar. Jacinto, Palo
Verdes, Victor Valley, West Hills, and Taft. To-
gether, these 12 Community Colleges transferred
599 students to the State University in Fz 1l 1985, or

13




2 percent of the total These same 12 colleges trans-
ferred 63 students to the University in Fall 1985, or
1 percent of the total

State University transfers
from particular Community Colleges

While the total number of students who transferred
from Community Colleges to the State Uriversity
decreased 1.5 percent between Fall 1984 and Fall
1985, larger gains and losses were experienced by
particular colleges and districts. For example, the
Los Angeles District had ¢n overall decrease in
State University transfers o’ 10 percent, but East
Los Angeles College, Los Arngeles Harbor, Los
» geles Southwest College, and West Los An:geles
College experienced decreases in State University
transfers that ranged from 17 to 33 percent. Like
other Community Colleges that showed large per-
centage decreases in transfer students to the State
University in Fall 1985, these Los Angeles District
colleges enroll large numbers of Blacks and His-
panics. Others with similarly large decreases in
State University transfers include Laney and Mer-

ritt Colleges in the Peralta District, Glerdale Col-
lege, and Ventura College.

Most Community Colieges in the San Diego area
also had significantly fewer students transfer to the
State University in Fall 1985 than in Fall 1984, with
the change related primarily to the decrease in
transfers to San Diego State University. The San
Diego colleges with such losses include Palomar (20
percent), San Diego City (24 percent), San Diego
Mesa (18 percent), Southwestern (17 percent), and
Grossmont (9 percent).

Cuesia College in San Luis Obispo had 22 percent
fewer students transfer to the State University in
Fall 1985 -- a loss associated with the smaller num-
ber enrolled at the San Luis Obispo campus.

Gains at several Community Colleges in different
parts of the State appear to be the result both of more
students transferring to their closest State Universi-
ty campus and, at the same time, of more leaving
their home ccmmunity to transfer to campuses in
other parts of the State. For example, 56 of the 65
additional students transferring from Butte College
attended the State University at Chico while the
remainder chose campuses to which Butte students
did not usually transfer in the past.

14




Ethnicity of Transfer Students

ETHNIC distributions for students who transferred
from Community Colleges to the University and the
State University in Fall 1980 througt: Fall 1985 are
st.own in Display 4 below. Distributions for indi-
vidual Community Colleges for Fall 1985 are given
in Appendix B.

University of California

Hispanic transfer students continued to increase in
terms of both numbers and proportions in Fall 1985.
Their 7 percent gain of 492 transfer students be-
tween 1984 and 1985 continued a five-year increase
dating back to 198C. Black transfer students were

fewer in number, but their proportion remained the
same, while Asian students represented a slightly
higher proportion but no greater number. Of the two
smallest ethnic minority groups, American Indian
students transferred in equal numbers both years,
while the number of Filipino students increased by
three to 75.

Two other decreases shouid be noted and are not tak-
en into account in computing the ethnic distribu-
tions appearing in Display 4. Th2y are the category
of “other,” that decreased 20 percent to 90 transfer
students, and “non-resident alien,” that decreased 9
percent to 179. The largest decrease in transfers to
the University was found for white students -- 274
students or almost 8 percent, with a corresponding

DISPLAY 4 Ethnic Distribution of Community College Transfer Students to the University of
California and the California State University, Fall 1980-Fall 1985, in Percents*
Sthnicity
Transfer American Percent
to Year N* Indian Asian Filipino Black Chicane White Unknown
UC 1980 5,356 1.1% 96% 1.1% 3 T% 7.4% 77 1% 10.0%
1981 4,778 1.0 10.2 1.2 40 8.1 75.5 2.9
1982 5,137 0.7 11.1 1.3 3.8 8.3 74.8 3.6
1983 5,305 0.9 12.0 1.0 4.2 8.9 73.0 3.3
1984 5,257 09 12.2 1.5 33 9.6 72.5 3.0
1985 4,931 0.9 12.6 1.7 3.3 108 70.7 2.4
CSU 1980 30,527 1.5 6.1 1.2 6.1 10.0 751 372
1981 30,026 5.6 7.1 1.3 64 8.4 712 16.3
1962 29,824 1.4 8.5 1.4 5.9 9.1 737 5.6
1983 30,274 0.9 9.3 1.5 6.6 9.7 72.0 6.2
1984 30,134 1.1 9.5 1.6 6.4 97 717 46
1985 29,682 1.4 99 1.9 5.8 10.0 71.0 44

* N includes nonresident aliens, “other” ethnicity, and nonrespondents, all of whom were excluded from the N on which the compu-
tation of percentages for the various ethnic groups was based. Therefore, Ns for specific ethnic groups which might be computed from
thedata inthis table would likely be larger than those actually reported.

Source: California Postsecondary Education Commission.
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decrease in the proportion from 72.5 to 7C 7 between
Fall 1984 and 1985

Changes in numbers and proportions of men and
women between Fall 1984 and 1985 are not equal for
certain ethnic groups. For Hispanic students, the
increase occuired primarily among women, to the
point where the number of men and women are al-
most the same. For Black students, where the num-
ber of men and women were about equal in Fall
1984, a decrease in the number of men in Fall 1985
has changed the proportions of men and women to
45/55. Finally, the decrease in the number of male
white students was 177, compared with 98 for white
women. Thus, while males continue to be the slight-
ly larger propo:tion ir the white transfer student
groups (50.2 percent), their majority in Fall 1985
was only 11 students.

The California State University

Year-to-year comparisons of the ethnic composition
of the Community College students who transfer wo
the State University must be interpreted cautiously
because of the relatively large but decreasing
percentage of students whose ethnicity is not known.
Thus, increases in numbers may be attributable
simply to a larger number of students each year
whose ethnicity is known. Ir Fall 1980, ethnicity
was unknown for 37.2 percent of the new transfer
students to the State University, compared with 4.4
percent in Fall 1985. However, the latter figure
includes 12 percent of the new transfer students on
the Los Angeles and San Francisco campuses, both
of which enroll laige numbeis of ethnic minority
students. Thus, ethnic minority students are prob-
ably still undercounted in Fall 1985. since campuses
with the highest percentages of students whose

ethnicity is unknown also tend to have high minor-
ity enrollments

The ethnicity of a relatively large but decreasing
percentage of transfer students at the California
State University is unknown, but the data in Dis-
play 4 suggest that the increased percentages of
Asian and Filipino students in the 1985 transfer
group continued a six-year trend. Hispanic students
represented the same proportion in Fall 1985 as in
Fall 1980, with smaller proportions in the inter-
vening years. Looking at numbers, rather than per-
centages, the 1985 transfer group included 44 more
Asian, 23 more Hispanic, 196 fewer Black, and 548
fewer white students than in 1984.

Sex differences in each ethnic group are worthy of
note. The net gain of 23 Hispanic transfer students
in Fall 1985 represents 55 fewer men and 78 more
women than in 1984. Thus, while men comprised 53
percent of the Hispanic transfer students in 1984,
their proportion decreased to 50 percent in 1985.
Among the Black students, 74 fewer men and 122
fewer women transferred in Fall 1985 than in Fall
1984, but women continued to be the larger pro-
portion (52 percent of its group).

East Los Angeles College, Los Angeles Harbor, Los
Angeles Southwest College, and West Los Angeles
experienced decreases in State University transfers
that ~ange from 17 to 33 percent. Like other Com-
munity Colleges that showed large percentage de-
creases in transfer students to the State University
in Fall 1985, these Los Angeles District colleges en-
roll large numbers of Black and Hispanic students.
Others with similarly large decreases in State Uni-
versity transfers include Laney and Merritt Colleges
in the Peralta District, Glendale College, and Ven-
tura College.
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Concluding Commenis

FALL 1985 brought a downturn in the number of
Community College students who transferred to the
University and the State University that was not
wholly unexpected. The decrease was larger for the
University than for the State University in terms of
percentage changes but not numbers

Two factors may have contributed to the decrease:

o The first is the relatively new practice on some
Univer-ity campuses to admit as transfer stu-
dents only those applicants who have met all re-
quirements for junior standing. This practice was
put into effect to alleviate as much as possible the
problem of certain impacted majors and campus-
es Thus some qualified students who may have
transferred as sophomores in the past are now re-
quired te complete two full years of baccalaureate
degree work before transfer.

¢ A second explanation is the large decrease in
first-time freshmen in the Community Colleges
two years earlier, particularly among recent high
school graduates enrolling full time, who are the
major sources of transfer students. Many Com-
munity College students need more than two
years to prepare for transfer -- particularly those
who would not have been eligible for University
admission on the basis of their high school record
-- but the long-term effect of lower Community
College enrollments on transfer may have been
felt for the first time in Fall 1985.

While the largest decrease in transfer was among
+hite students, in terms of both numbers and prop-
oi tions, the decline among Blacks, particularly in
the State University, is particularly disappointing
because of special efforts being made to improve

transfer opportunities for such students. At both the
freshman and transfer levels in the Community Col-
leges, Black student losses were greater among men
than women. Hispanic students are the "under-
represented” minority group that has been making
gains in numbers of transfer students at a time of
overall losses. The gains are largely for women,
whose numbers are now almost equal to men.

The proportion of Asian students among transfer
students continued to increase in Fall 1985 but their
number did not increase. In fact, 11 fewer transfer-
red to the University in Fall 1985 than in Fall 1984.

Special efforts have been made by some urban Com-
munity Colleges to improve transfer opportunities
since 1983, several of these with foundation grants
for this purpose. While the success of these pro-
grams cannot be measured solely in increased num-
bers of transfer students, a few such programs are
located at colleges which showed increases in trans-
fer students at a time of statewide decline. Among
those colleges from which transfers to the University
increased (often, however, with a decrease to the
State University) are Laney, Sacramento City, San
Diego City, and Compton. Other colleges in the
districts in which Laney and Sacramento City are
located had fewer students transfer to the University
in Fall 1985 than in Fall 1984.

The Commission is now collecting current infor-
mation about numbers of Community College stu-
dents transferring to independent California college
and universities. Findings will be published sepa-
rately as soon as they are complete. However, data
from previous years indicate that this segment is
providing transfer opportunities for a large number
of Community College students.
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APPENDIX A Flow of Transfer Students from California
Community College Districts and Colleges

to the University of California and the California

State University, Fall 1977 Through Fall 1984

District, Number of District, Number of District, Number of
* College, Transfers to: College, Transfers to: College. Transfers to:
and Year ucC CsU and Year UuC CsuU and Year ucC CSU
ALLAN HANCOCK JOINT CABRILLO COMMUNITY COACHELLA VALLEY
COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT COLLEGE DISTRICT COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
Allan Hancock College Cabrillo College College of the Desert
1979 40 209 1979 118 259 1979 31 92
1981 21 170 1981 151 256 1981 16 81
1982 28 166 1982 164 265 1982 15 98
1983 34 159 1983 169 264 1983 19 111
1984 35 162 1984 19 227 1984 31 118
1985 35 141 1985 153 232 1985 20 107
ANTELOPE VALLEY COMMUNITY CERRITOS COMMUNITY COAST COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT COLLEGE DISTRICT COLLEGE DISTRICT
Antelope Valley College Cerritos College Coastline Community College
1979 21 141 1979 48 520 1979 12 34
1981 18 123 1981 48 535 1981 4 45
1982 16 105 1982 38 555 1952 7 56
1983 21 137 1983 28 522 1983 3 46
1984 31 134 1984 48 481 1934 4 39
1985 23 147 1985 38 434 1985 1 43
BARSTOW COMMUNITY CHAFFEY COMMUNTTY G°'df;,:v est C°"°‘:9 436
COLLEGE DISTRICT COLLEGE DISTRICT 1981 61 535
Barstow College Chaffey College
1982 63 51§
1979 3 4 1979 23 257 1983 e 528
1981 10 33 1981 38 236
1984 58 502
1982 1 21 1982 27 281 1985 61 487
1983 3 19 1983 35 280
1984 5 20 1984 24 275
Orange Coast College
1985 3 30 1985 24 261 1979 213 831
1981 223 895
. BUTTE COMMUNITY CITRUS COMMUNITY 1982 218 915
. COLLEGE DISTRICT COLLEGE DISTRICT 1983 251 926
: Butte College Citrus College 1984 225 903
1979 10 344 1979 25 237 1985 165 791
1981 9 348 1981 22 225
1982 16 406 1982 26 241
1983 8 401 1983 21 263
1984 8 345 1984 22 243
1985 15 410 1985 24 205
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District, Number of
College, Transfers to:

and Year ucC Csu

District, Number of
College, Transfers to:
and Year ucC CSU

District, Number of
College, Transfers to
and Year uC Csu

COLLEGE OF THE SEQUOIAS

COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT

College of the Sequoias

1979 37 271
1981 «8 308
1982 34 310
1983 27 303
1984 42 319
1985 23 321

EL CAMINO COMMUN1TY
COLLEGE DISTRICT
El Camino College

1979 158 800
1981 118 802
1982 131 830
1983 125 799
1984 122 774
1985 150 838

GLENDALE COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT
Glendale Community College

1979 90 256
1981 §3 312
1982 49 303
1983 69 344
1984 71 398
1985 48 362

COMPTON COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT
Compton Community College

1979 3 203
1981 7 191
1982 5 154
1983 6 92
1984 4 100
1985 11 84

CONTRA COSTA COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DiSTRICT
Contra Costa College

1979 34 163
1981 32 174
1982 24 147
1983 31 147
1984 28 130
1985 26 129

Diablo Valley College

1979 240 754
1981 199 875
1982 237 810
1983 213 766
1984 212 804
1985 216 829

Los Medanos College

1979 17 81

1931 9 71

1982 4 67

1983 6 69

1984 19 87

1985 9 47
Q

FOOTHILL-DE ANZA

COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT

De Anza College

1979 141 521
1981 100 547
1982 134 604
1983 122 655
1984 96 661
1985 97 637

Foothill College

1979 144 430
1981 124 403
127 374 58
1983 127 390
1484 118 357
1985 116 398
FREMONT-NEWARK

COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT

Ohlone College

1979 12 182
1981 22 237
1982 24 237
1983 33 252
1984 23 245
1985 26 250

GAVILAN JOINT COMMUNITY

COLLEGE DISTRICT
Gavilan College

1979 12 76
1981 10 75
1982 10 76
1983 17 78
1384 17 86
1985 14 77

ERIC  BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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GROSSMONT COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT
Cuyamaca College

1979 0 12
1981 2 42
1982 3 45
1983 3 44
1984 1 46
1985 1 30
Grossmont College
1979 73 528
1981 63 501
1982 71 435
1983 57 552
1984 42 522
1985 50 474
HARTNELL COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT
Hartnell College
1979 30 161
1981 29 185
1982 39 181
1983 27 197
19%4 38 189
1985 31 185
IMPERIAL COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT
Imperial Valley College
1979 17 146
1981 10 150
1982 16 127
1983 14 128
1984 15 122
1985 10 136
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District, Number of District, Number of District, Number of
College. Transfers to. Coliege, Transfers to: College, Transfers to:
and Year ucC CsuU and Year ucC Csu and Year uc CSu
KERN COMMUNITY LONG BEACH COMMUNITY O o e e
COLLEGE DISTRICT COLLEGE DISTRICT
> 1981 94 763
. Bakersfield College Long Beach City Coilege 1982 17 938
1979 35 521 1979 55 727 1983 17 741
- 1981 22 373 1981 50 681 1984 113 752
1982 21 333 1982 52 646 1985 98 722
* 1983 28 338 1983 31 637
1984 25 370 1984 59 512
; Los Angeles Southwest College
. 1985 27 391 1985 41 567 1979 4 167
) 1981 7 128
Ce";’g,(,:; e C°mm""2'" C°"5°f° LOS ANGELES COMMUNITY 1982 4+ 123
1981 5 38 COLLEGE DISTRICT 1983 5 129
1982 3 14 East Los Angeles College 1984 5 110
1983 8 43 1979 56 412 1985 1 74
1984 4 37 1981 52 416 ]
1985 6 33 1982 47 338 Los Angeles Trade-Technical College
1983 50 351 1979 9 142
. 1984 38 360 1981 8 141
Porterville College 1985 30 299 1982 7 121
1979 8 74
1981 3 67 1982 7 136
1982 6 82 Los Angeles City College 1984 4 123
1983 10 78 :g;i’ 22 ::; 1985 5 1
1984 3 69 v
1985 2 62 1982 83 427 Los Angeles Valley College
1983 88 407 1979 140 642
1984 59 336 1981 90 577
LAKE TAHOE COMMUNITY 1985 54 350 1982 562 562
COLLEGE DISTRICT 1983 93 513
Lake Tahoe Community College Los Angeles Harbor College 1984 81 494
1979 R} 23 1979 36 435 1985 71 482
1981 3 15 1981 35 379
1982 2 19 1982 40 355 West Los Angeles College
1983 5 18 1983 47 351 1979 56 178
1984 8 33 1984 30 337 1981 39 226
1985 2 20 1985 25 232 1982 31 199
1983 37 166
LASSEN COMMINITY COLLEGE Los ?9';?'” M'ss'°“4c°"°“io :gg; 2? i:g
DISTRICT
1981 1 37
Lassen College 1982 4 38
1979 5 72
1981 6 42 1983 3 4
1684 10 42
1982 6 57 1985 1 34
, 1983 7 59
E 1984 2 43
’ 1985 2 45

2V
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District, Number of

College, Transfers to:

and Year uc Csu

COS RIUS LUMMUNITY COLLEGE

DISTRICT

American River College
1979 14 876
1981 113 785
1982 123 763
1983 131 726
1984 172 719
1985 146 736

Consumnes River College

1979 19 187
1981 9 162
1982 9 164
1983 21 151
1984 24 154
1985 20 134
Sacramento City Celle
1979 127 714
1981 95 588
1982 127 565
1983 101 539
1984 111 587
1985 149 587

MARIN COMMUNITY COLLEGE

District, Number of
College, Transfers to:
and Year uc Csu

District, Number of
College. Transfers to:
and Year ucC CSsu

MENDOCINO-LAKE COMMUNITY

COLLEGE DISTRICT
Mendocino College

MOUNT SAN JACINTO
COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
Mount San Jacinto College

1979 5 48 1979 18 4
1981 0 46 1981 19 36
1982 3 54 1982 11 43
1983 4 48 1983 13 51 ‘
1984 7 43 1984 17 57
1985 3 42 1985 19 51 .
MERCED COMMUNITY NAPA VALLEY COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT COLLEGE DIWSTRICT
Merced College Napa Valley College
1979 12 248 1979 30 175
1981 12 245 1981 25 160
1982 21 245 1982 36 150
1983 16 243 1983 36 177
1984 11 233 1984 48 165
1985 16 223 1985 25 152

MIRA COSTA COMMUNITY

COLLEGE DISTRICT
Mira Costa College

1979 3¢
1981 19
1982 38
1983 33
1984 24
1985 18

94
82
67
78
97
85

MONTEREY PENINSULA

COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT

Monterey Peninsula College

1979 74
1981 50
1982 65
1983 66
1984 68
1985 61

191
188
175
192
166
200

MOUNT SAN ANTONIO

COMMUNITY C OLLEGE DISTRICT

Mount San Antonio College

1979 40
1981 30
1982 36
1983 36
1984 57
1985 43

520
495
567
583
595
610

DISTRICT

College of Marin
1979 114 364
1981 78 306
1982 84 278
1983 84 269
1984 85 273
1985 62 284

Indian Valley Colleges
1979 24 92
1981 12 95
1982 11 93
1983 6 92
1984 5 71
1985 3 58

rRfc YEST COPY AVAILABLE
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NORTH ORANGE COUNTY
COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
Cypress College

1979 40 425
1981 30 426
1952 37 383
1983 30 382
1984 32 432
1985 41 385

Fuilerton College

1979 65 740
1981 58 728
1982 66 726
1983 63 744
1984 §7 724
1985 59 737

PALO VERDE COMMUNITY
CCLLEGE DISTRICT
Palo Verde College

1979 1 12
1981 0 5 .
1982 2 1 .
1983 0 4
1984 0 3
1985 0 8
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District, Number of

College, Transfers to:

and Year ucC

Csu

PALOMAR COMMUNITY

COLLEGE DISTRICT
Palomar College

1979 102
1981 87
1982 97
1983 116
1984 115
1985 91

426
411
332
427
459
367

PASADENA AREA COMMUNITY

COLLEGE DISTRICT
Pasadena City College

1979 140 647
1981 135 617
1982 129 617
1983 119 704
1984 141 602
1985 111 627
PERALTA COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT
College of Alameda
1979 47 159
1981 40 126
1982 42 159
1983 51 141
1984 40 108
1985 30 107
Feather River College
1979 1 14
1981 1 34
1982 5 24
1983 2 24
1984 5 24
1985 0 29
Laney College
1979 51 156
1981 43 131
1982 30 145
1983 32 148
1984 38 170
1985 52 144

District, Number of District, Number of
College, Transfers to. College, Transfers to:
and Year ucC CSu and Year ucC CSU
KIereritt Coh
ere 1ege 5 208 RIVERSIDE COMMUNITY
1981 48 155 C.OLLEGE I?ISTRICT
1982 44 187 Riverside City College
1983 5. 174 1979 129 334
1084 49 160 1981 86 310
1985 4l 131 1982 112 337
1983 104 342
Vista College - 1984 96 314
1979 0 5 1985 i16 331
1981 2 9
1982 0 7 SADDLEBACK COMMUNITY
1983 4 10 COLLEGE DISTRICT
1984 2 9 Irvine Valley College (since 1985)
1985 2 14 and Saddleback College

RANCHO SANTIAGO COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT
Rancho Santiago College

1979
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985

56
44
29
51
47
50

342
398
341
356
302
337

1979 104 315
1981 11 373
1982 113 445
1983 134 509
1984 124 552
1985 142 532

SAN BERNARDINO COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT
Crafton Hills College

REDWOODS COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT
College of the Redwoods

1979
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985

14
12
10
13
15
14

244
224
210
262
200
285

1979 15 73
1981 23 105
1982 21 108
1983 15 113
1984 112 27
1985 19 110

San Bernardino Valley College

RIO HONDO COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT

Rio Hondo College

1979 49 368
1981 36 492
1982 54 363
1983 40 348
1984 35 349
1985 33 332

1979 23 294

1981 16 275 SAN DIEGO COMMUNITY

1982 20 258 COLLFGE D.ISTRICT

1983 14 200 San Diego City College

1984 15 234 1979 216

1985 21 213 1981 52 232
1982 72 213
1983 84 271
1984 51 261
1985 54 199
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District, Number of District, Number of District, Namber of

College, Transfers to: College, Transfers to. College. Transfers to
and Year ucC CSuU and Year ucC CSU and Year ucC CSsuU
San Diego Mesa College San Jose City College 2‘3‘::2 GBEADRPQ‘;‘T:‘:CgOMMUN”Y
1979 114 630 1979 12 280 Bl
1981 98 588 1981 5 242 Santa Barbara City Colleg?
1982 94 587 1982 15 228 :2;? f;g ig;’
1983 90 642 1983 14 222 -
1984 102 655 1984 7 226 :ggg ;;'l’ ;:g
1985 123 569 1985 5 212 1984 951 235
1985 245 226

San Diego Miramar College SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY

1979 3 16
1961 1 35 ggxxlém:ecoumn DISTRICT o\ NTA CLARITA COMMUNITY
1982 5 20 i s 172 COLLEGE DISTRICT
1983 4 38 College of the Canyons
1981 21 193
1984 4 30 o8 P 1979 15 81
1985 5 39 1083 L e 1981 14 75
o84 5 276 1982 17 110
SAN FRANCISCO COMMUNITY 1985 19 214 1983 : 107
COLLEGE DISTRICT :gg; :1 :gg
City g‘,’lg“" of S'"l';,’a"c';‘;‘; SAN MATEO COUNTY
1981 152 805 g:)ﬁb:ziaug;ll':g::mwcn DISTRICT ¢\ NTA MONICA COMMUNITY
1982 105 805 s 170 COLLEGE DISTRICT
1983 118 855 1979 Santa Monica College
1981 28 132
1984 114 784 1982 s 165 1979 237 406
1985 92 914 1083 o 14 1981 225 445
o84 0 169 1982 22 419
SAN JOAQUIN DELTA 1985 24 159 1983 214 395
COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT 1984 205 446
San Joaquin Delta College College of 3an Mateo 1985 274 480
1979 73 483 1979 131 475
1981 68 478 1981 104 510 SONOMA COUNTY COMMUNITY
1982 94 539 1982 100 524 COLLEGE DISTRIC f
1983 83 471 1983 109 543 Santa Rosa Junior College
1984 81 532 1984 119 548 1979 81 573
1985 68 516 1985 17 578 1981 89 600
1982 84 556
SAN JOSE COMMUNITY Skyline College 1983 77 589
COLLEGE DISTRICT 1978 B 24 1984 84 6al
1981 20 216 1985 99 675
Evergreen Valley College 1982 18 193
1979 1132 1083 o 165
1981 8 147 1084 6 170 SHASTA-TEHAMA-TRINITY JOINT
1982 10 151 085 2 191 COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
1983 15 173 Shasta College
1984 21 189 1979 17 200
1985 12 176 1981 23 259
1982 29 252
1983 30 265
1984 25 263
1985 W 327

. 23
trfc BEST COPY AVAILABLE J18A 1AVA Y400 Te3g

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




.

District, Number of

College,

Transfers to:

and Year

ucC

Csu

District, Number of
College, Transfers to:
and Year ucC CsU

District, Number of
College, Transfers to.
and Year UC CsU

SIFRRA JOINT COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTGRICT

Sierra College
1979
1981
1982
1983
1984
1983

38
29
32
42
§5
53

263
253
310
354
361
378

SISKIYOU JOINT COMMUNITY

COLLEGE DISTRICT

College of the Siskiyous

1979
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985

4
4
6

7
11
8

65
83
69
65
65
69

SOLANO COUNTY COMMUNITY

COLLEGE DISTRICT

Solano Community College

1979
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985

45
43
34
7
39
46

190
195
153
167
192
200

SOUTH COUNTY COMMUNITY

COLLEGE DISTRICT

Chabot College
1979
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985

75
67
64
73
88
74

555
483
472
535
535
522

SOUTHWESTERN COMMUNITY

COLLEGE DISTRICT
Southwestern College

1979
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985

24
33
26
30
37

298
256
245
250
292

STATE CENTER COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT

Fresno City College

1979
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985

31
20
14
12
16
19

612
620
609
585
615
711

Kings River Community College

1982
1983
1984
1985

9

6
3
4

155
163
137
132

VENTURA COUNTY COMMUNITY

COLLEGE DISTRICT
Moorpark College

1979 55 258
1981 52 266
1982 64 291
1983 70 308
1984 70 338
1985 82 346
Oxnard College
1979 8 27
1981 4 34
1982 14 39
1983 19 37
1984 10 44
1985 16 28
Ventura College
1979 152 327
1981 111 275
1982 131 280
1983 132 299
1984 135 332
1985 113 291
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VICTOR VALLEY COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT
Victor Valley College

1979 10 74
1981 6 7
1982 7 74
1983 7 87 -
1984 11 99
1985 10 86

WEST HILLS COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT
West Hills College

1979 1 55
1981 1 53
1982 0

1983 1 45
1984 4 53
1985 0 41

“

WEST KERN COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DIDSTRICT
Taft College

1979

1981 40
1982 23
1983 24
1984 40
1985 33

WEST VALLEY-MISSION
COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
Mission College

LN = I St
2
wn

1979 1 10
1981 1 37
1982 7 85
1983 6 102
1984 19 120
1985 7 99
West Valley College
1979 103 686
1981 106 699
1982 93 75
1983 108 609
1984 88 630
1985 62 643
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District, Number of
College, Transfers to.
and Year UC CSU

YOSEMITE COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT
Columbia College

1979 8 48
1981 5 64
1982 8 60
1983 6 62
1984 7 68
1985 10 57
Modesto Junior College
1979 45 414
1981 33 417
1982 42 423
1983 40 438
1984 52 444
1985 31 432
YUBA COMMUNITY
COLLEGE DISTRICT
Yuba
1979 24 226
1981 25 254
1982 16 240
1983 27 225
1984 34 266
1985 17 224
TOTAL
1979 5654 30,458
1981 4,767 29991
1982 5,130 29,806
1983 5305 30,274
1984 5257 30,134
1985 4931 29,682
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APPENDIX B Ethnic Distribution of Community College
First-Time Freshmen Age 19 and Under,

Fall 1982, and of Transfer Students to the University of

California and the California State University, Fall 1985, in Percents

|-
Ethnicity
& Perce 1t
pe Commumity American Fili- Unknown
College Group Total Indian Asian pino Black Hispanic  White  Ethnicity
Allan Hancock Freshmen 1,074 2.4% 2.9% 22% 4.2% 14.6% 72.6% 3.7%
UC Trans 35 - - - - 64.7 0.0
CSU Trans 141 0.0 3.1 1.5 3.1 11.5 80.8 87
Antelone Valley Freshmen 715 1.6 1.1 0.9 7.0 84 81.0 2.0
UC Trans 23 . -- - - - 87.0 0.0
CSU Trans 147 2.8 4.3 2.1 56 5.6 79.6 2.0
Barstow Freshmen 134 1.5 2.3 1.5 12.1 25.0 56.8 0.0
UC Trans 3 - -- - - - 0.0 0.0
CSU Trans 30 - - - - - 38.5 10.0
Butte* Freshmen 322 3.9 1.0 0.0 0.6 4.6 89.9 0.0
UC Trans 15 - -- - - - 80.0 0.0
CSU Trans 410 1.3 2.0 03 1.3 6.1 89.1 2.0
Cabrillo Freshmen 912 3.2 2.8 14 1.6 9.6 81.4 3.5
UC Trans 153 0.7 3.5 0.0 0.0 78 87.9 7.2
CSU Trans 232 3.2 3.2 0.9 0.9 6.4 85.3 2.6
College of Freshmen 552 0.6 1.1 0.2 2.0 79 88.4 0.0
the Canyons UC Trans 11 - -- - - - 100.0 9.1
CSU Trans 133 1.6 6.4 0.0 0.8 5.6 85.6 0.8
Cerritos Freshmen 2,453 1.6 3.7 2.5 96 29.4 §3.2 21.6
UC Trahs 38 - - - - - 64.5 0.0
CSU Trans 434 1.5 13.3 4.3 5.4 23.0 52.4 44
Chabot Freshmen 2,511 2.3 5.7 39 12.3 11.3 64.6 0.0
UC Trans 74 0.0 8.7 43 29 13.0 71.0 4.0
CSU Trans 522 1.6 9.6 3.7 47 9.7 7n.7a 2.7
Chaffey Freshmen 1,277 2.2 1.7 0.6 49 18.5 721 39
UC Trans 24 - - - - - 53.2 4.2
CSU Trans 261 25 5.3 0.0 5.0 104 76.8 4.2
Citrus r'reshmen 1,172 1.1 2.9 0.9 7.0 179 70.2 25
UC Trans 24 - - - - - 54.5 4.2
CSU Trans 205 1.6 6.6 0.0 2.7 15.3 73.8 4.0
. Coast
. Coastline Freshmen 53¢ 1.0 10.3 1.3 0.6 6.6 80.2 6.6
- UC Trans 1 - - - - - 0.0 0.0
CSU Trans 43 81.0 2.3
- Golden West Freshmen 2,185 2.6 1.5 1.2 0.6 6.5 81.6 5.1
* UC Trans 61 0.0 27.1 0.0 00 85 64.4 0.0
CSU Trans 487 2.6 16.8 0.7 04 6.6 72.9 5.3
Orange Coast Freshmen 3,090 3.0 5.9 N8 1.0 73 82.0 3.8
UC Trans 165 0.0 19.7 0.6 0.6 7.0 72.0 3.0
CSU Trans 791 1.7 12.6 0.7 0.7 3.6 80.8 4.3

*Fall 1983 data since information was not available for Fall 1982,

Note: "Total N includes the categories of “nonresident aliens,” "nonrespondents,” and "other™ ethnic groups. "Percent Unkiown

Ethnicity” is the percent of "Total N” who did not respond to the race/ethnicity question. The percentages of the six ethnic

groups are calculated on & base number which does not include "No Response,” "Nonresident Alien,” or "Other.” If "Total N" :s
o smaller than 50, only the percentage of white students is shown.
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)

Ethniaty

Community American
College Group Total Indian Asian
Compton Freshmen 340 12 09
UC Trans 11 - -
CSU Trans 84 0.0 8.3

Contra Costa
Contra Costa Freshmen T44 15 9.7
UC Trans 26 - -
CSU Trans 129 0.0 15.3

Diablo /alley Freshmen 2,624 04 4.2
UC Trans 216 0.5 74
CSU Trans 829 1.5 5.0
Los Medanos Freshmen 671 0.9 21
UC Trans 9 - .
CSU Trans 65 5.1 5.1
Cuesta Freshmen 862 1.6 0.6
UC Trans 19 - -
CSU Trans 214 3.1 1.6
(.cllege of Freshmen 666 2.3 0.5
the Dessert UC Trans 20 - .
CSU Trans 107 1.0 3.9
ElCamino* Freshmen 2,511 0.9 6.7
UC Trans 150 0.7 13.5
CSU Trans 838 1.5 12.9
Foothill De Anza
De Anza Freshmen 14 -- -
UC Trans 97 0.0 215
CSU Trans 637 1.0 10.8
Foothill* Freshmen 1,231 1.7 8.5
UC Trans 116 1.0 9.5
CSU Trans 398 0.8 11.0
Gavilan Freshmen 419 2.0 2.8
UC Trans 14 -- -
CSU Trans 77 0.0 8.1
Glendale Freshmen 1,041 2.5 7.2
UC Trans 48 - -
CSU Trans 362 0.3 11.6
Grossmont
Cuyamaca Freshmen 248 2.5 16
UC Trans i - -
CSU Trans 30
Grossmont Freshmen 1,725 1.3 2.8
UC Trans 50 00 8.2
CSU Trans 474 1.1 2.7
Hartnell Freshmen 690 1.4 3.8
UC Trans 31 - -
CSU Trans 185 0.0 4.7
Imperial Valley Freshmen 542 19 1.2
UC Trans 10 - -
CSU Trans 136 0.8 1.5
Kern
Bakersfield Freshmen 1,218 2.3 0.5
UC Trans 27 - .-
CSU Trans 391 1.1 3.3
Cerro Coso Freshmen 200 4.4 0.6
UC Trans 6 - .
CSU Trans 33 .
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Fili-
pino

00
00

0.0

4.7
5.3
0.6
08
14
08

1.6
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Black

840
722
472

30.6

105
00
07
1.0
45
10

23.1

12.0

0.0
1.8
1.6
00
29
20
1.7
3.0
68.1
0.8
7.4
58
3.8

Hispanic

139

111

13.1

25.7
235
10.6
79
75
5.6
46
48
55
23.8
17.(.5
219
ll.:i

9.8

296
183

1.0
66 4
204
121

44
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68.0
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71.0

85.2
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Percent
‘wnknown
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09
0.0
71

6.8
00
9.0

38
2.8
43

2.0
0.0
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53
65

0.0
0.0
1.9
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Ethnicty

Percent
Lemmunity American Fili- Unknown
Coliege Group Total indian Asian pIno Black Hispanic  White  Ethniaty
Porterviile Freshmen 269 19 0.4 1.5 51 199 71.0 00
UC Trans 2 - - -- - .- 10C.0 00
CSU Trans 62 0.0 1.6 1.6 00 16.7 80.0 1.6
i Lake Tahoe Freshmen 85 24 24 2.4 12 1.2 90.4 24
) UC Trans 2 - - - - -~ 1000 00
CSU Trans 20 - - - - - 100.0 5.0
* Lassen® Freshmen 194 47 0.0 0.0 3.1 1.6 90.6 0.0
UC Trans 2 - - - - - 50.0 0.0
CSU Trans 45 - - -- - - K95 20
Long Beach Freshmen 1,482 n.6 6.8 38 16 6 81 641 103
UC Trans 41 -- - - - - 605 0.0
CSU Trans 567 1.5 14.2 2.8 10.4 78 633 39
Los Angeles
East Los Angeles Freshmen 1,968 06 9.5 0.6 21t 811 61 68
UC Trans 30 - - -- - - 33 00
CSU Trans 299 0.8 24.6 0.8 08 82.1 72 1.7
Los Angeles City Freshmen 1,258 0.4 13.1 6.7 39.9 25.9 14.0 8.4
UC Trans 54 0.0 28.3 2.2 17.4 19.6 325 0.0
CSU Trans 350 0.0 24.6 4.6 30.6 16.9 23.3 8.3
Los Angeles Harbor Freshmen 1,378 0.5 7.8 5.8 20.5 19.1 46.3 7.3
UC Trans 25 - - -- .- - - 0.0
CSU Trans 232 1.9 107 5.1 112 10.7 52.0 5.2
Los Angeles Mission Freshmen 345 0.3 37 0.7 14.4 39.4 41.5 11.7
UC Trans 1 - - - - - 00 0.0
CSU Trans 34 - - -- - - 58.1 8.8
Los Angeles Pierce Freshmen 3,026 0.9 39 1.2 4.0 6.1 83.9 114
UC Trans 98 0.0 108 1.1 2.1 4.3 81.7 1.0
CSU Trans 722 1.0 7.4 0.9 23 5.4 83.0 4.7
Los Angeles Freshmen 515 0.4 0.2 0.0 97.1 --2.1 0.2 0.4
Southwest UC Trans 1 - - - 1000 0.0 0.0
CSU Trans 74 1.4 00 0.0 91.5 0.0 7.0 1.4
Los Angeles Fresnmen 465 0.5 7.1 16 44.2 379 87 28
Trade-Tech UC Trans 5 - - - - - 0.0 0.)
CSU Trans 123 0.9 145 18 5§73 173 82 5.7
Los Angeles Freshmen 1,948 0.9 £ 21 176 8.7 649 11.6
Valley UC Trans 71 1.5 6.2 0.0 15 16.9 73.8 28
CSU Trans 482 0.2 8.6 0.5 35 126 74.6 6.8
West Los Angeles Freshmen 730 0.2 6.2 10 75.0 43 13.3 2.2
UC Trans 21 - - - - 28.6 6o 00
CSU Trans 118 0.0 10.6 0.9 654 29 202 8.5
Los Rios
R American River Freshmen 2,301 1.4 25 0.9 98 5.5 74.4 53
. UC Trans 146 2.2 3.7 1.5 30 8.2 81.3 0.0
CSU Trans 776 1.3 4.6 0.6 55 3.0 85.0 3.5
. Cosumnes River Freshmen 610 1.4 4.3 2.6 18.2 9.4 64.1 4.2
UC Trans 20 - - -- -- - 57.9 0.0
CSU Trans 134 0.8 71 3.2 13.5 4.8 70.6 1.5
Sacramento City Freshmen 1411 0.7 11.5 1.4 22.0 14.1 50.1 2.5
UC Trans 149 0.0 46.7 0.0 1.5 124 39.4 1.3
CSU Trans 587 1.3 20.8 1.2 91 10.4 56.5 3.1
Maria
Indian Valley Freshmen® 172 3.7 24 0.0 2.4 1.9 89.6 0.6
UC Trans 3 - - - - - 66.7 0.0
CSU Trans 58 0.0 3.7 3.7 0.8 1.9 90.7 3.4
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cCoram unlty

_College

Marin

Mendocino

Merced

Mira CoSm

Monterey Peninsula

Mount San Antonio

Mount San Jacinto

Na pa

North Orange
Cypress

Fullerton

Ohlone

Palo Verde

Palomar

Pasadena

Peralta
Alameda

Feather River

Laney

EKTC

Aruitoxt provided by Eric:

Group

Freshmen*
UC Trans
CSU T!'ans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Fres""nen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

FreShﬂlen .

UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
ucC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
JC Trans
CSU Trans

Ethnicity

Percent

American Fih- Unknown

Total indian Asian pino Black Hispanic White  Ethnicity
489 13 39 0.0 4.9 3.0 87.8 06
62 0.0 50 1.7 0.0 5.0 88.3 0.0
284 0.8 56 0.4 16 4.4 87.2 6.3
263 4.0 12 0.0 2.4 4.0 88.4 28
3 -- - - - -- 66 7 0.0
4.2 - 875 4.8
984 14 1.7 0.2 6.7 19.0 71.0 00
16 - - - .- .- 71.4 0.0
223 29 49 0.5 63 82 772 2.7
.54 1.6 6.7 1.1 8.3 139 68 4 0.0
18 - -- - - .- 92.8 5.6
85 0.0 5.2 2.6 4.7 39 831 4.7
622 0.2 6.8 3.7 149 45 699 122
61 0.0 9.1 1.8 36 5.5 80.0 49
200 3.3 16.0 2.2 7.7 5.0 65.7 4.5
3,008 1.2 3.5 0.0 8.1 272 60.0 7.5
43 -- -- - -- -- 62.5 0.0
610 1.4 8.4 2.9 7.7 17.3 62.3 54
455 1.8 0.4 0.2 76 14.7 75.3 0.0
19 - - -- - - 89.5 0.0
51 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 20.4 79.6 39
820 2.0 1.6 1.8 13 5.2 88.1 38
25 -- - - -- - 90.5 4.0
152 3.0 2.2 37 2.2 4.5 84.3 3.7
1,680 14 4.5 1.7 15 9.6 81.3 0.0
41 .- -- -- -- -- 68.4 24
385 11 10.2 30 14 9.1 75.1 39
2,567 09 3.9 0.2 1.3 114 81.7 0.0
59 0.0 22.4 0.0 1.7 12.1 63.8 00
737 1.4 9.2 0.6 16 9.7 775 3.8
26 -- -- - - 52.2 3.8
250 2.6 8.7 3.9 2.2 74 75.3 2.8
118 1.7 0.0 0.0 10.2 415 46.6 0.0
0 - - - - - - 0.0
g - - - - 62.5 c.0
1,427 2.1 2.3 1.1 2.0 89 83.6 2.0
91 2.4 9.4 0.0 2.4 8.2 776 2.2
367 1.7 5.6 0.6 0.3 7.7 84.1 49
2,008 0.8 4.0 1.1 11.8 18.7 63.6 56
111 0.0 20.6 3.1 3.1 16.5 56.7 1.8
627 1.1 16.7 1.4 6.7 13.9 60.2 5.3
430 2.0 6.8 6.0 54.9 10.1 20.2 15
30 -- - - -- .- 35.7 33
107 0.0 16.7 3.6 33.3 4.4 40.0 103
72 3.0 1.5 0.0 6.0 74 82.1 0.0
0 - - - - - -- 0.0
29 - - 89.7 0.0
549 0.8 8.1 1.3 63.8 8.3 17.7 1.2
52 0.0 18.2 4.5 20.4 6.8 50.0 19
144 0.8 25.4 0.0 36.2 4.6 33.1 49
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Percent
Communty American Fili- Unknown
College Group Total indian Asian pino Black Hispanic White Ethnicity
Merritt Freshmen 552 21 102 25 53.8 55 259 02
UC Trans 41 .- -- - - -- 62 2 73
CSU Trans 131 09 233 52 30.2 60 34.5 09
Vista Freshmen 85 15 1.5 1.5 522 105 328 03
UC Trans 2 - - - - -- 500 00
CSU Trans 14 - - - - 41.7 0.0
' Redwoods 7 eshmen 582 49 1.1 0.0 0.5 2.1 91.4 02
UC Trans 14 -- - -- - - 92 8 00
CSU Trans 42 - -- 875 48
Rio Hondo Freshmen 781 2.1 22 10 13 64 4 28 5 1§2
UCTrans 21 - - - - -- 316 00
CSU Trans 213 0.6 14.0 12 2.3 395 42 4 52
Riverside Freshmen 1,602 25 1.8 06 11.9 13.8 69 4 28
UC Trans 116 1.0 76 1.0 4.7 5.7 80.0 01
CSU Trans 331 1.9 31 0.6 9.4 85 76.5 15
Saduleback Freshmen 1,452 2.0 20 0.4 1.9 4.2 89.5 16
UC Trans 142 0.7 9.7 1.5 0.0 6.0 82.1 21
CSU Trans 532 0.8 3.6 0.2 4.1 5.0 88.4 41
San Bernardino
Crafton Hills Freshmen 729 4.1 0.3 0.0 1.3 91 85.2 4.0
UC Trans 19 - - - -- -- 88.9 0.0
CSU Trans 110 1.9 0.9 0.0 0.0 3.7 93.5 1.8
San Bernardino Freshmen 2,017 2.9 2.0 0.1 16.0 27.5 51.5 1.8
Valley UC Trans 33 - - - .- -- 71.9 00
CSU Trans 332 1.9 10.3 1.9 12.5 157 57.7 3.3
San Diego
San Diego City Freshmen 597 1.2 5.3 5.3 30.2 26.9 31.1 1.6
UC Trans 54 00 40.8 2.0 4.1 18.4 34.7 3.7
CSU Trans 199 1.7 15.5 3.4 11.5 14.4 53.4 95
San Diego Mesa Freshmen 1,754 1.0 49 4.3 9.0 75 73.3 24
UC Trans 123 0.8 13.6 1.7 0.8 11.0 72.0 16
CSU Trans 539 1.0 79 3.9 3.6 6.1 71.5 61
San Diego Miramar Freshmen 203 1.6 32 8.4 6.3 10.5 70.0 26
UC Trans 5 - - - - - 75.0 0.0
CSU Trans 39 - - - - - 649 0.0
San r'rancigco Freshmen 2,172 0.3 34.6 12.6 15.2 13.0 24 2 46
UC Trans 92 00 48 8 8.8 1.2 62 35.0 65
CEU Trans 914 0.1 505 5.6 8.0 8.3 27.5 8.4
! SanJoagquin Delta Freshmen 2,063 1.3 4.8 4.1 79 18 2 638 8.7
UC Trans 68 00 14.3 32 1.6 20 6 60 2 0.0
CSU Trans 516 1.7 103 38 4.4 115 68 3 29
(l San Jose
r Evergreen Valley Freshmen 440 2.3 48 8.5 92 30.6 44.5 1.4
UCTrans 12 - - - - -- 36.4 8.3
CSU Trans 176 1.2 186 4.3 4.4 16.1 55.3 34
San Jose City Freshmen 277 2.6 5.5 1.5 70 25.7 5717 1.5
UC Trans 5 - - -- - -- 400 0.0
CSU Trans® 212 1.5 17.5 2.1 8.8 11.3 58.8 4.2
San Matec*
Canada Freshmen 325 1.3 2.5 1.0 6.0 1.5 71.7 3.5
UC Trans 724 - - - - -- 71.8 8.3
CSU Trans 159 07 5.8 1.4 3.6 11.5 77.0 38
San Mateo® Freshmen 1,489 13 7.2 2.9 5.6 10.1 72.8 6.7
UC Trans 117 0.0 17.3 0.0 2.7 11.8 68.2 1.7
CSU Trans 578 1.3 10.9 4.0 75.2 59
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Community
College

Skyline
Santa Ana
Santa Barbara
Santa Monica
Santa Rosa
Sequoias
Shasta
Sierra
Siskiyous
Solano
Southwestern

3tate Center
Fresno

Kings River
Taft

Ventura
Moorpark

Ozxnard

Ventura

ERIC
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Group

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

F.eshmen
U( Trans
CSJ Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trins
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Ethnicity

Percent

American Fili- Unknown

Total indian Asian pino Black Hispanic  White  EthniCity
521 15 8.5 90 8.8 18.5 53.7 02
12 - - - - - 66.7 0.0
197 1.9 8.0 73 74 12.3 61.6 12.2
1,340 3.7 7.4 37 408 1.1 33.3 0.4
50 0.0 35.7 0.0 48 214 38.1 0.0
337 10 20.5 0.7 1.6 166 59.6 33
1,152 1.3 2.2 0.8 20 15.0 78.6 00
245 1.7 4.8 0.4 04 91 83.5 1.6
226 1.8 2.8 0.9 14 3.1 88.0 31
1,933 1.2 7.2 1.1 198 126 58 0 00
274 2.2 9.4 1.3 36 99 735 33
480 0.3 10 4 1.9 70 10.4 69.9 5.8
1,485 3.6 1.3 0.5 2.0 3.9 88.6 3.9
99 0.0 4.3 21 0.0 43 89.3 2.0
675 0.6 21 0.6 14 3.8 914 4.9
1,227 2.8 1.1 1.3 33 23.1 68.4 4.5
23 - - - - - 66.7 0.0
321 1.0 2.0 1.4 24 15.0 78.2 3.1
942 35 0.3 0.2 0.8 2.4 92.5 2.2
28 - - - - - 88.5 3.6
327 2.5 0.6 0.0 30 29 93.6 3.0
1,221 1.0 0.7 0.2 04 4.0 93.6 0.1
53 0.0 5.9 0.0 00 5.9 88.2 3.8
378 1.1 1.9 0.0 0.6 4.5 91.9 3.7
313 34 24 0.0 31 5.3 85.7 6.5
8 - - - -- 100.0 12.5
69 1.5 1.5 0.0 61 3.0 87.9 2.9
904 1.8 5.7 8.6 16.1 6.6 61.2 0.4
46 - - - - - 66.7 5.5
200 2.6 3.1 5.8 9.4 5.8 73.3 1.0
1,056 0.8 3.3 9.3 3.2 427 40.8 0.0
23 - - - -- - 30.0 4.3
242 2.3 4.2 11.3 4.2 31.0 46.9 7.9
1,906 2.0 23 0.6 101 23.1 59.9 34
19 - -- .- - - 42.1 0.0
711 1.6 56 1.0 73 18.2 66.4 4.5
586 1.2 1.8 14 2.5 36.2 57.0 0.0
4 - - - - - 66.7 0.0
132 3.3 4.1 2.4 16 23.6 65.0 30
108 3.8 2.8 0.0 38 6.7 82.9 0.0
3 - -- -- -- - 100.0 0.0
33 89.5 0.0
1,390 2.7 2.0 0.8 1.4 8.2 84.9 0.1
82 1.2 5.0 0.0 0.0 12.5 81.3 24
346 0.9 2.4 1.2 0.3 54 89.8 3.2
292 1.4 2.5 4.9 10.6 41.7 38.9 0.0
16 - - - - - 50.0 0.0
28 - - - 29.6 0.0
1,449 2.1 24 2.3 27 20.9 69.6 0.4
113 1.8 3.7 2.8 1.8 14.8 75.0 0.9
291 22 6.5 4.3 2.2 123 72.5 2.1

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

31

IAVA YA0) 1734




Ethnicty

Percent
Community American Filt- Unknown
College Group Total Indian Asian pino Black Hispamic  White  Ethmicity
Victor Valley Freshmen 326 19 0.6 0.3 5.7 67 848 00
UC Trans 10 - - - - - 800 00
CSU Trans 86 24 00 12 3.7 37 89.0 23
West ’alley
Mission Freshmen 518 0.6 15.2 10.7 5.3 13.3 548 49
UC Trans 7 428 00
CSU Trans 99 31 26.8 21 6.2 113 50.5 0.0
West Vailey Freshmen 2,227 1.8 59 06 1.2 7.4 83.1 10.6
UC Trans 62 0.0 12.3 0.0 1.7 53 80.7 8.1
CSU Trans 643 10 10.6 1.0 1.0 47 81.7 3.9
Yosemite
Columbia Freshmen 224 0.0 0.0 0.5 1.4 32 950 28
UC Trans 10 90 0 00
CSU Trans 57 18 18 00 1.8 18 92.7 1.5
Modesto Freshmen 1,464 1.5 2.3 0.4 1.3 12.5 82.1 31
UC Trans 31 86.7 00
CSU Trans 432 1.0 3.8 0.0 13 115 82.4 2.3
Yuba Freshmen 769 2.3 1.7 0.6 3.5 11.3 805 6.1
UC Trans 17 62.5 0.0
CSU Trans 224 1.9 6.3 1.9 4.8 13.0 72.0 1.8
Total Freshmen 92,264 15 6.7 2.1 10.0 15.0 64.7 3.1
UC Trans 4931 09 12.6 1.7 3.3 10.8 70.7 2.4
CSU Trans 29,625 14 9.9 1.9 5.8 10.0 71.0 44

* Fall 1983 data since information was not available for Fall 1982.

Note: "Total N™ includes the categories of "nonresident aliens,” "nonrespondents,” and “other” ethnic groups. "Percent Unknown
Ethnicity” is the percent of "Total N” who did not respond to the race/ethnicity question. The percentages of the six ethnic
groups are calculated on a base number which does not include "No Response,” "Nonresident Alien,” or "Other.” If "Total N” 1s
smaller than 50, only the percentage of white students 1s shown.
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CALIFORNIA POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION COMMISSION

THE California Postsecondary Education Commis-
sion is a citizen board established in 1974 by the Leg-
islature and Governor to coordinate the efforts of
California’s colleges and universities and to provide
independent, nen-partisan policy analysis and rec-
ommendations to the Governor and Legislature.

Members of the Commission

The Commission consists of 15 members. Nine rep-
resent the general public, with three each appointed
for six-year terms by the Governor, the Senate Rules
Committee, and the Speaker of the Assembly. The
other six represent the major segments of postsec-
ondary education in California.

As of 1986, the Commissioners representing the
general public are:

Seth P. Brunner, Sacramento, Chairperson

C. Thomas Dean, Long Beach

Seymour M. Farber, M.D., San Francisco
Patricia Gandara, Sacramento

Ralph J. Kaplan, Los Angeles

Roger C. Pettitt, Los Angeles

Sharon N. Skog, Mountain View

Thomas E. Stang, Los Angeles, Vice Chairperson
Stephen P. Teale, M.D., Modesto

Representatives of the segments are:

Sheldon W. Andelson, Los Angeles; representing the
Regents of the University of California

Claudia H. Hampton, Los Angeles; representing the
Trustees of the California State University

Beverly Benedict Thomas, Los Angeles; represent-
ing the Board of Governors of the California Com-
munity Colleges

Jean M. Leonard, San Mateo; representinig Cali-
fornia’s independent colleges and universities

Willa Dean Lyon, Newport Beach; representing the
Chairman of the Council for Private Postsecondary
Educational Institutions

Angie Papadakis, Palos Verdes; representing the
California State Board of Education

Functions of the Commission

The Commission is charged by the Legislature and
Governor (0 "assure the effective utilization of public
postsecondary education resources, thereby elimi-
nating waste and unnecessary duplication, and to
promote diversity, innovation, and responsiveness to
student and societal needs.”

To this end, the Commission conducts independent
reviews of matters affecting the 2,600 institutions of
postsecondary education in California, including
Community Colleges, four-year colleges, universi-
ties, and professional and occupational schools.

As an advisory planning and coordinating body, the
Commission does not administer or govern any insti-
tutions, nor does it approve, authorize, or accredit
any of them. Instead. it cooperates with other state
agencies and non-governmental groups that perform
these functions, while operating as an independent
hoard with its own staff and its own specific duties of
evaluation, coordination, and planning,

Operation of the Commission

The Commission holds regular meetings throughout
the year at which it debates and takes action on staff
studies and takes positicns on proposed legislation
affecting education beyond the high schoo! in Cali-
fornia. By law, the Commission’s meetings are open
to the public. Requeris to address the Commission
may be made by writing the Commission in advance
or by submitting a request prior to the start of a
meeting.

The Commission’s day-to-day work is carried out by
its staff in Sacramento, under the guidance of its di-
rector, who is appointed by the Commission. On
July 1, 1986, William H. Pickens assumes the direc-
torship from Patrick M. Callan.

The Commission issues some 30 to 40 reports each
year on major issues confronting California postsec-
ondary education. Recent reports are listed on the
hack cover.

Further information about the Commission, its
meetings, its staff, and its publications may be ob-
tained from the Commission offices at 1020 Twelfth
Street, Third Floor, Sacramento, CA 98514; tele-
phone (916) 445-7933.
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UFDATE OF COMMUNITY COLLEGE TRANSFER STUDENT STATISTICS,
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA AND THE CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, FALL 1985

California Postsecondary Education Commissjon Report 86-11

ONE of & series of reports published by the Commis-
sion as part of its planning and coordinating respon-
sibilities. Additional copies may be obtained without
charge from the Publications Office, California Post-
secondary Education Commission, Third Floor, 1020
Twelfth Street, Sacramento, California 98514; tele-
phone (916) 445-7933.

Other recent reports of the Commission include:

85-36 Director’'s Report, December 1985: From
Ninth Grade Through College Graduation: Who
Makes It in California Education (December 1985)

856-37 Foreign Graduate Students in Engineering
and Computer Science at California’s Public Univer-
sities: A Report to the Legislature in Response to
Supplemental Language in the 1985-86 Budget Act
(December 1985)

85-38 Instructional Equipment Funding in Califor-
nia Public Higher Education: A Report to the Legis-
lature in Response to Supplemental Language in the
1985-86 Budget Act {December 1985)

85-39 Self-Instruction Computer Laboratories in
California’s Public Universities: A Report to the
Legislature in Response to Supplemental Language
in the 1985-86 Budget Act (December 1985)

85-40 Proposed Creation of a California State
University, San Bernardino, Off-Campus Center in
the Coachella Valley (December 1985)

85-41 Progre=; of the California Academic Partner-
ship Program: A Report to the Legislature in Re-
sponse to Assembly Bill 2398 (Chapter 620, Statutes
of 1984) (December 1985)

85-42 Alternative Methods for Funding Commu-
nity College Capital Outlay: A Report to the Legis-
lature in Response to Supplemental Language in the
1985-84 Budget Act (December 1985)

85-43 Faculty Salaries in California’s Public Uni-
versities, 1985-86: The Commission’s 1985 Report to
the Legislature and Governor in Response to Senate
Concurrent Resolution No. 51 (1965) (December
1985)

86-1 Director’s Report, January 1986: Enacted and
Vetoed Higher Education Legislation from the 1985-
86 Regular Session of the Legislature; Two-Year
Bills to be Considered in 1986; 1985 Fiscal Legisla-
tion Affecting Higher Education (January 1986)

86-2 Time and Territory: A Preliminary Explora-
tion of Space and Utilization Guidelines in Engineer-
ing and the Natural Sciences (February 1986)

86-3 Report of the Intersegmental Task Force on
Measles Immunization (completed November 1985;
published March 1986)

86-4 Expanding Educational Equity in California’s
Schools and Colleges: Recommendations of the Inter-
segmental Policy Task Force on Assembly Concur-
rent Resolution 83 (March 1986)

86-5 Dackground for Expanding Educational Equi-
ty: A Technical Supplement to the Report of the In-
tersegmental Policy Task Force on Assembly Concur-
rent Resolution 83, Expanding Educational Equity in
California’s Schools and Colleges (March 1986)

86-6 Director's Report, March 1986: Overvicew of
the 1986-87 Governor's Budget for Postsecondary
Education in California (March 1986)

86-7 Standardized Tests Used for Higher Education
Admission and Placement in California: A Report
Published in Accordance with Senate Bill 1758
(Chapter 1505, Statutes of 1984) (March 1986)

86-8 Feasibility Plan for a Comprehensive Student
Information Study: A Report to the Legislature and
Governor in Response to Assembly Bill 880 (1984)
(March 1986)

86-9 The Need for Statewide Long-Range Capital
Outlay Planning in California: An Issue Paper Pre-
pared for the California Postsecondary Education
Commission by Frank M. Bowen. (March 1986)

86-10..High School-Coliege Relations in California
and The Articulation Council: A Report to the Cali-
fornia Postsecondary Education Commission by Wil-
liam Chance. (April 1986)
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